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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The previously submitted Information Disclosure Statement was considered. A 
courtesy copy of the previously mailed PTO-1449 is attached. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, 
or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 21 recites a "a computer program 
product wherein the computer program comprises instruction sequences", which is not 
functional descriptive material (i.e., "When functional descriptive material is recorded on 
some computer-readable medium it becomes structurally and functionally interrelated to 
the medium and will be statutory in most cases since use of technology permits the 
function of the descriptive material to be realized"), thus non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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Claims 1-13, 15-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Eyer et al. (United States Patent 5,982,411), herein referenced as Eyer. 

Regarding claim 1, Eyer discloses "a device (remote control) for selecting a 
program from a plurality of programs [Col. 4 lines 23-31, see also Fig. 1], each program 
being composed of a plurality of data series [Col. 3 lines 14-19, i.e. the program signal 
is composed PID information and frequency], the device being used with a network 
(communication system) which conveys a plurality of different data streams [Col. 4 lines 
23-31 , see also Fig. 1], at least one data stream conveying a plurality of programs" [Col. 
2 lines 62-67, i.e. one of ordinary skill would recognize that the channel stream would 
contain a plurality of programs from the broadcast providers]. The device (remote) 
consists of 

"a plurality of manually operable members, each allowing at least one manual 
operation" [Col. 4 lines 23-31 , Col. 6 lines 56-60]; and 

"a command generator (transmitter) to issue commands able to select a program 
from the plurality of programs within the network based on the operation of one or more 
manually operable members amongst the plurality of manually operable members" [Col. 
8 lines 26-31], 

"wherein said command generator is arranged to issue the commands so that a 
particular manual operation of one of said one or more manually operable members is 
able to cause, without other manual operations of the plurality of manually operable 
members, a selection of a program from the plurality of programs within the at least one 
data stream and a selection of the data stream, from which the program is selected, 
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from the plurality of different data streams" [Col. 4 lines 23-31, Col. 6 lines 56-60, Col. 7 
lines 19-30, i.e. Eyer teaches that the user uses the remote to select from a plurality of 
broadcast sources to view ]. 

Regarding claim 2, Eyer discloses "wherein network (communication system) 
comprises a plurality of sub networks [Fig. 1 El. 120, 130, 140], each sub network 
conveying one or more data streams and said command generator (transmitter) issues 
the commands so that the particular manual operation of one of said one or more 
manually operable members is further able to cause, without other manual operations of 
the plurality of manually operable members, a selection of a sub network, from which 
the program is selected, from the plurality of sub networks" [Col. 4 lines 23-31 , Col. 8 
lines 26-31, Fig. 1]. 

Regarding claim 3, Eyer discloses "wherein said command generator issues the 
commands so that the particular manual operation of one of said one or more manually 
operable members sequentially causes a selection of a data stream from data streams 
conveyed within the selected sub network" [Col. 4 lines 23-31]. 

Regarding claim 4, Eyer discloses "wherein said one or manually operable 
members and said command generator are in a remote control device which is used for 
controlling an apparatus remote from the remote control device" [Col. 4 lines 23-31, Col. 
8 lines 26-31]. 

Regarding claim 5, Eyer discloses "wherein said one or more manually operable 
members include an increment and/or a decrement key for incrementing and/or 
decrementing a program number" [Col. 4 lines 23-31, i.e. channel up/down button]. 
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Regarding claim 6, Eyer discloses "further comprising means for obtaining 
information regarding the network and information regarding types and contents of the 
programs" [Col. 3 lines 14-21, Col. 3 lines 31-43, i.e. the broadcast stream provides 
transmission path, frequency, broadcast address, and PID information]. 

Regarding claim 7, Eyer discloses "apparatus (remote control) for selecting a 
program from a plurality of programs [Col. 4 lines 23-31, see also Fig. 1], each program 
being composed of a plurality of data series [Col. 3 lines 14-19, i.e. the program signal 
is composed PID information and frequency], the apparatus being connected to a 
network (communication system) which conveys a plurality of different data streams 
[Col. 4 lines 23-31 , see also Fig. 1], at least one data stream conveying one or more 
programs" [Col. 2 lines 62-67, i.e. one of ordinary skill would recognize that the channel 
stream from the broadcast providers would contain a plurality of programs]. The 
apparatus comprising: 

"a receiver (user interface) arranged to receive commands based on manual 
operations of a plurality of manually operable members each of which allows at least 
one manual operation" [Fig. 1 El. 185, Col. 7 lines 19-23, Col. 6 lines 56-60]; and 

"a control circuit (CPU) arranged to select a program from the plurality of 
programs within the network based on the received commands" [Col. 8 lines 18-39], 

"wherein said control circuit (decoder) selects the program from the one or more 
programs within the at least one data stream and further selects the data stream, from 
which the program is selected, from the plurality of different data streams in response to 
a specific manual operation (channel up/down) of one of one or more manually operable 
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members amongst the plurality of manually operable members without other manual 
operations of the plurality of manually operable members" [Col. 7 lines 19-30]. 

Regarding claim 8, Eyer discloses "wherein said control circuit sequentially 
selects the program from the programs conveyed by the selected data stream in 
response to the specific manual operation of one of said one or more manually operable 
members" [Col. 4 lines 23-31 , i.e. the user selects a broadcast source which provides a 
data stream carrying programs]. 

Regarding claim 9, Eyer discloses "wherein the network (communication system) 
comprises a plurality of sub networks [Fig. 1 El. 120, 130, 140], each sub network 
conveying one or more data streams and said control circuit selects a sub network, from 
which the program is selected, from the plurality of sub networks in response to the 
specific manual operation of one of said one or more manually operable members 
without other manual operations of the plurality of manually operable members" [Col. 4 
lines 23-31, Col. 8 lines 26-31, Fig. 1]. 

Regarding claim 10, Eyer discloses "wherein said control circuit sequentially 
selects a data stream from the data streams within the selected sub network in 
response to the specific manual operation of said one or more manually operable 
members" [Col. 4 lines 23-31 , i.e. the user selects a broadcast source that provides a 
data stream]. 

Regarding claim 11, Eyer discloses "wherein said one or more manually 
operable members are located in a remote control device which is used for controlling 
the apparatus" [Col. 4 lines 23-31, Col. 8 lines 26-31]. 
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Regarding claim 12, Eyer discloses "wherein said one or more manually 
operable members include an increment and/or a decrement key for incrementing 
and/or decrementing a program number" [Col. 4 lines 23-31, i.e. channel up/down 
button]. 

Regarding claim 13, Eyer discloses "means for obtaining information regarding 
the network and information regarding types and contents of programs in the network, 
and wherein said control circuit selects the program in accordance with the information 
obtained by said obtaining means" [Col. 3 lines 14-21, Col. 3 lines 31-43, i.e. the 
broadcast stream provides transmission path, frequency, broadcast address, and PID 
information]. 

Regarding claim 15, Eyer discloses "a decoder for decoding different programs 
encoded by different compression methods" [Fig. 1 El. 110, Col. 6 lines 24-30]. 

Regarding claim 16, Eyer discloses "a method of selecting a program from a 
plurality of programs within a communication network [Col. 4 lines 23-31 , see also Fig. 
1], each program being composed of a plurality of data series [Col. 3 lines 14-19, i.e. 
the program signal is composed PID information and frequency], wherein the network 
conveys a plurality of different data streams [Col. 4 lines 23-31, see also Fig. 1], each 
data stream conveying one or more programs" [Col. 2 lines 62-67, i.e. one of ordinary 
skill would recognize that the channel stream would contain a plurality of programs 
from the broadcast providers], the method comprising 
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"issuing commands based on manual operations of a plurality of manually 
operable members, each allowing at least one manual operation" [Col. 8 lines 26-31]; 
and 

"selecting a program from the plurality of programs within the network based on 
the issued commands" [Col. 4 lines 23-31], 

"wherein in that the program is selected in said selecting step from the one or 
more programs within one data stream and the data stream, from which the program is 
selected, is selected from the plurality of different data streams in said selecting step, in 
response to a specific manual operation of one or more manually operable members 
amongst the plurality of manually operable members without other manual operations of 
the plurality of manually operable members" [Col. 4 lines 23-31, Col. 6 lines 56-60, Col. 
7 lines 19-30, i.e. Eyer teaches that the user uses the remote to select from a plurality of 
broadcast sources to view ]. 

Regarding claims 17-20, claims 17-20 are interpreted and thus rejected for the 
reasons set forth above in the rejection of claims 8-10, 13, respectively. Claims 8-10, 
13 describe an apparatus for selecting a program from a plurality of programs and 
claims 17-20 describe a method implementing the apparatus. Thus, claims 17-20 are 
rejected. 

Regarding claim 21, claim 21 is interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons set 
forth above in the rejection of claim 16. Claim 16 describes a method of selecting a 
program from a plurality of programs and claim 21 describes a computer program 
product implementing the method. Thus, claim 21 is rejected. 
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Regarding claim 22, claim 22 is interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons set 
forth above in the rejection of claim 16. Claim 16 describes a method of selecting a 
program from a plurality of programs and claim 22 describes a data storage device or a 
microprocessor storing instructions of a computer program implementing the method. 
Thus, claim 22 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 23, claim 23 is interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons set 
forth above in the rejection of claim 1 . Claim 1 describes a device for selecting a 
program from a plurality of programs and claim 23 also describes a device for selecting 
a program from a plurality of programs. Thus, claim 23 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 24, claim 24 is interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons set 
forth above in the rejection of claim 7. Claim 7 describes an apparatus for selecting a 
program from a plurality of programs and claim 24 also describes an apparatus for 
selecting a program from a plurality of programs. Thus, claim 24 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 25, claim 25 is interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons set 
forth above in the rejection of claim 16. Claim 16 describes a method of selecting a 
program from a plurality of programs and claim 25 also describes a method for selecting 
a program from a plurality of programs. Thus, claim 25 is rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 



Application/Control Number: 10/647,344 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2623 

invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Eyer, 
in view of Van Ryzin et al. (United States Patent 6,255,961), herein referenced as Van 
Ryzin. 

Regarding claim 14, Eyer fails to disclose "means for transferring at least a part 
of the information obtained by said obtaining means to the remote control device". 

Van Ryzin discloses "means for transferring at least a part of the information 
obtained by said obtaining means to the remote control device" [Col. 2 lines 24-35]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Eyer, by specifically providing a means for transferring at 
least a part of the information obtained by said obtaining means to the remote control 
device, as taught by Van Ryzin, for the purpose of allowing the creation of customized 
remote control commands based on characteristics of a particular A/V device. [Col. 2 
lines 36-43]. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1-25 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ALEXANDER Q. HUERTA whose telephone number is 
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(571)270-3582. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F(Alternate Fridays Off) 
7:30-5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Beliveau can be reached on (571)272-7343. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Alexander Q Huerta 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2623 

May 2, 2008 
/Scott Beliveau/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



